Enough has been said, however, for our present purpose, that of elucidating the therapeutic actions of mercury. If it be admitted that these observations are real and practical, it is evident that certain conclusions may be drawn from them as to the administration of mercury. Whatever hypothesis we frame for ourselves of the action of the drug, it is sufficiently plain that it will not produce, or only by an accidental coincidence can produce, a beneficial effect on the constitutional states which favour or modify syphilis; and it is at least equally plain that it cannot control local or external causes of irritation. It is only in so far as it comes in contact with the poison that it can exercise its curative effect. There are many ways in which it may be supposed to exercise this influence. It may do so by direct destruction of the poison through neutralization or elimination. It may be that it only restrains the fructification, hinders the zymotic process ; or it may have its relation with the resultant of the action of the syphilitic poison on the tissue. When we consider that mercury does not prevent relapses, even after palpably causing the disappearance of an outbreak?nay, that relapses occur during the progress of a mercurial course, we can hardly avoid the conclusion that the first hypothesis is the least probable of any. Nevertheless, it is from its relation to the poison, and not from its effect on constitutional states or external circumstances that mercury can alone prove useful; and the more these factors enter into the production of the lesions of syphilis, the less benefit should we expect from its administration.
In practice we find that it is so. 
